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DETAILED ACTION 

Response to Amendment 

This communication is responsive to the amendment filed 6/6/2008. 

Claims 1-41 are pending in this application. Claims 1, 11, 18, 25, 30, 33, 36, and 
39 are independent claims. In the amendment filed 6/6/2008, Claims 1-41 were 
amended. This action is made Non-Final. 

Specification 

The specification is objected to as failing to provide proper antecedent basis for 
the claimed subject matter. See 37 CFR 1.75(d)(1) and MPEP § 608.01 (o). Correction 
of the following is required: 

Claims 11-17 and 30-38 recite "a computer readable storage medium," however; 
there is no mention of a computer readable storage medium in the specification. 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 101 

35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or composition of 
matter, or any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent therefor, subject to the 
conditions and requirements of this title. 

Claims 18-24 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because the claimed invention is 
directed to non-statutory subject matter. 

The use of the word "system" does not inherently mean that the claim is directed 
to a machine. None of the claimed elements of the system are a physical part of the 
device. Even though the Applicant has invoked the rebuttable presumption that 35USC 
1 12 6 th paragraph applies in the "means for" interpretation, it is entirely possible for the 
corresponding disclosed "means" to cover an embodiment of the software alone. Based 
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on the other claims in the application, it is likely that the "means" is the program code 
itself. Thus, claims 18-24 are software perse and do not fall under one of the statutory 
categories. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

Claims 1-9 and 11-41 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated 
by Blinn et al. (US 5897622). 

In regards to claim 1 , Blinn teaches a method for building a user for managing a 
business operated through a web-based storefront over a network, the method 
comprising: adding a module to a user interface for a business operated through a web- 
based storefront the module providing access to a plurality of control panels, each 
control panel providing an interface to create or manage a web-based storefront for an 
online business engaged in a commerce of at least one of goods or services (See 
Column 6, Lines 26-46 and Figures 2-5); 

and adding an area to the user interface, the area visually distinguished from and 
concurrently displayed with the module, the area providing information associated with 
the commerce involving the web-based storefront (See Column 6, Lines 26-46 and 
Figures 2-5, the merchant uses the "merchant browser" to access the different parts of 
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the merchant system); 

and providing the user interface to a user over a network (See Column 6, Lines 
26-46 and Figures 2). 

In regards to claim 2, Blinn teaches the method of claim 1 , further comprising 
adding a control panel in the plurality of control panels to the user interface the control 
panel visually distinct from and concurrently displayed with the module and the area, 
and the control panel providing plurality of advertising services for use in promoting the 
web-based storefront (See Column 10, Lines 5-17). 

In regards to claim 3, Blinn teaches the method of claim 1 , further comprising 
adding plurality of modules to the user interface, each module providing access to at 
least one of the control panels in the plurality of control panels (See Column 6, Lines 
26-46 and Figures 2-5). 

In regards to claim 4, Blinn teaches the method of claim 3, wherein a module in 
the plurality of modules provides access to a store management related control panel 
(See Column 6, Lines 26-46 and Figures 2-5). 

In regards to claim 5, Blinn teaches the method of claim 3, wherein a module in 
the plurality of modules provides access to a web hosting related control panel (See 
Figure 2, "dynamic page generator"). 

In regards to claim 6, Blinn teaches the method user interface of claim 3, wherein 
a module in the plurality of modules provides access to a domain management related 
control panel or a mail service (See Figure 2, "dynamic page generator"). 

In regards to claim 7, Blinn teaches the method of claim 1 , wherein the area 
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displays the information associated with the commerce involving the web-based 
storefront in substantially real time (See Figure 2, Element 129). 

In regards to claim 8, Blinn teaches the method user interface of claim 7, wherein 
the information displayed in substantially real time comprises at least one of a number 
of page views, sales data, a search data, a click trail, or an inventory data (See Figure 
2, Element 129). 

In regards to claim 10, Blinn teaches the method user interface of claim 7, 
wherein the information is displayed in a streaming text form in the area (See Figure 2, 
Element 131). 

Claims 1 1 and 18 are similar in scope to claim 1 ; therefore they are rejected 
under similar rationale. 

Claim 12 and 19 are similar in scope to claim 2; therefore they are rejected under 
similar rationale. 

Claim 13 and 20 are similar in scope to claim 3; therefore they are rejected under 
similar rationale. 

Claim 14 and 21 are similar in scope to claims 4-6; therefore they are rejected 
under similar rationale. 

Claim 15 and 22 are similar in scope to claim 7; therefore they are rejected under 
similar rationale. 

Claim 16 and 23 are similar in scope to claim 8; therefore they are rejected under 
similar rationale. 

Claim 17 and 24 are similar in scope to claim 10; therefore they are rejected 
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under similar rationale. 

Claim 25 is similar in scope to claim 1 ; therefore it is rejected under similar 

rationale. 

Claim 26 is similar in scope to claim 1 ; therefore it is rejected under similar 
rationale. 

Claim 27 is similar in scope to claim 10; therefore it is rejected under similar 
rationale. 

Claim 28 is similar in scope to claims 4-6; therefore it is rejected under similar 
rationale. 

In regards to claim 29, Blinn teaches the method of claim 28, wherein the first 
control panel further comprises an input selection mechanism configured to 
communicatively couple with a back end relating to the business function associated 
with the first control panel (See Figure 2). 

Claims 30-32 are similar in scope to claim 1; therefore they are rejected under 
similar rationale. 

Claims 33-35 are similar in scope to claims 30-32; therefore they are rejected 
under similar rationale. 

Claims 36-38 are similar in scope to claims 30-32; therefore they are rejected 
under similar rationale. 

Claims 39-41 are similar in scope to claims 30-32; therefore they are rejected 
under similar rationale. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

The factual inquiries set forth in Graham v. John Deere Co., 383 U.S. 1 , 148 
USPQ 459 (1966), that are applied for establishing a background for determining 
obviousness under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) are summarized as follows: 

1 . Determining the scope and contents of the prior art. 

2. Ascertaining the differences between the prior art and the claims at issue. 

3. Resolving the level of ordinary skill in the pertinent art. 

4. Considering objective evidence present in the application indicating 
obviousness or nonobviousness. 

Claim 9 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Blinn in 
view of Gershman et al. (US 6401 085). 

In regards to claim 9, Blinn teaches all the limitations of claim 7. Blinn does not 
specifically teach displaying information in a graphical form. Gershman teaches 
displaying information in graphical form (Column 42, Line 62 - Line 43, Line 7). It would 
have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to modify 
Blinn with the teachings of Gershamn and provide a graphical representation of data 



with the motivation to provide the user with a simpler way of analyzing data. 
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Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-41 have been considered but are 
moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 



Inquiry 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to BORIS PESIN whose telephone number is (571)272- 
4070. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday except every other 
Friday. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Stephen Hong can be reached on (571) 272-4124. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



/Boris Pesin/ 
Examiner, Art Unit 2174 



